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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This is in response to Applicant(s) arguments filed on 02/1 6/201 1 . 

• The following is the current status of claims 

• Claims 1 -1 0, 1 2-24 and 31 remain pending for examination, with claims 1 , 
4, 7, 10 and 19 being independent. Claim 10 has been amended. 

• Response to Remarks/Arguments: 

(1) Applicant's arguments, "Subject Matter Indicated as Allowable", page 
8, Remarks, 02/1 1/201 1 , have been fully considered. In response to 
applicant's question why claims 3 and 6 are indicated as rejected in the 
Disposition of Claims but indicating "allowable", applicant is advised that 
claims 3 and 6 are dependent to their parent claims, in this case, claims 1 
and 4. Since claims 1 and 4 are rejected, so their dependent claims. In 
addition, since claims 3 and 6 are not yet meeting the condition set forth 
in the previous Action, e.g., "rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, with a 
condition that the base claim is cleared of any objection and rejection set 
forth above". Thus, claims 3 and 6 are remained rejected under the claim 
structure. 

(5) Applicant's arguments filed 02/1 1/201 1 . with respect to the rejection of 
claims 1 , 2, 4-5, 7-1 0, 1 2-24 and 31 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) have been 
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fully considered but they are not persuasive for the following reasons, see 
sections I (response to Remarks/Arguments) and II (repeated rejections). 

Applicant argues: pages 9-1 2, that prior arts do not teach the claimed features, recite, 
"scanning a continuous longitudinal calibration pattern while scanning the document to 
determine a correctional gray level value associated with the calibration pattern", and 
" wherein the reference pattern and the document are scanned at the same time" . 

Examiner replies: Upon the review of amendment record, and in view the specification 
as a whole, the original specification does not provide any supports to the above 
amended feature(s). Adding a new matter is not allowed and therefore, applicant's 
arguments presented in the above mentioned pages are not persuasive. Because of the 
new ground of rejection, the previous non-final Action is withdrawn and rejections of the 
claims are discussed in the following sections. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sbali contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such fulf, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention, 

3. Claims 1-10, 12-24 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
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the inventor(s), at the time the application 


was Tiiea, naa possession or the claimed invention, oiaims 1, 4, /, iu ana iy were 
amended to include the feature(s) of "scanning a continuous longitudinal calibration 


pattern while scanning the document to determine a correctional gray level value 
associated with the calibration pattern", or "wherein the reference pattern and the 


document are scanned at the same time", h 
supported in the original specification, in vie 
5, and paragraphs [17], [19] and [20] of the 


owever, the amended feature(s) is not 
w of the embodiments of Figures 3, 4, and 
original specification, there is no operation 


embodiment(s), nor operation procedures/functions of the claimed feature(s). In 
particular, the operation time sequential order of scanning the reference pattern and the 
document is not disclosed in the specification. Thus, claims 1,4,7, 10 and 1 9 are 


rejected under 112, first paragraph for addir 
8-9, 12-18, 20-24 and 31 are rejected becat 
claim(s). 


g a new matter. Dependent claims 2-3, 5-6, 
jse of their dependencies to their base 






Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 


obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, it the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 


KatentaDtnty snail not oe negatived oy tne man 


ner m wnicn tne invention was maae. 
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5. Claims 1 , 4, 7 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Su (6,233,011) (Su) in view of Irving et al (US 6.658,164) (Irving). 
Regarding claim 1. 

Su discloses A method performed by a scanner, comprising: 
scanning a document to determine a plurality of actual gray level values for a plurality of 
pixels scanned from the document (e.g. CIS 16 reading image data, e.g. a plurality of 
pixels corresponding to Y-axis and moving along in X-axis, col 2, lines 27-32; that 
is, performing scanning a document, and voltage of the plurality of pixels , or, 
Vj m g is obtained and white-level value is generated, col 2, lines 9-13, then the 
corresponding gray scale values of the pixels are also obtained, see col 2, lines 
38-40); scanning a calibration pattern (a white plate) while scanning the document to 
determine a correctional gray level value associated with the calibration pattern 
(scanning the white plate to obtain the average white-level value G'(x), the 
compensational gray scale values while reading images sequentially by scanning 
each pixel and output V img , the actual gray scale value, coi 3, line 66 to col 4, line 
38); determining a compensational gray level value (e.g. the average G'(x) gray scale 
value is determined as discussed above) with respect to the actual gray level value 
(Vjmg, the image voltage which is used to obtain gray scale value as discussed 
above) for each of the pixels (col 3, line 66 to col 4, line 38). wherein the 
compensational gray level value is based at least in part on the correctional gray level 
value (the average gray scale value, G'{x)) and the actual gray level values for each 
of the pixels scanned (gray-scale value, g(x,y) of each pixel) from the document (col 
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4,lines 38-51); and compensating for image brightness in a scanned image of the 
document using the compensational gray level value for each of the pixels (i.e. the 
white-value of each pixef is compensated, col 3, line 61 to col 5, line 30). 

Su does not explicitly teach a continuous longitudinal calibration pattern. 

In the same field of endeavor, Irving teaches a continuous longitudinal calibration 
pattern (referring to Fig. 4, a calibration strips, e.g. strips 406 and 408 are used 
with brightness function 302 as disclosed in Fig. 6, col 5, lines 35-43, and 
referring to Fig. 10, for strip orientation, e.g. along the x-axis, or longitudinal 
direction in x-axis, col 9, lines 41-51). 

Having the method of Su reference and then given the well-established teaching 
of Irving reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Su reference to include the 
known technique of "a continuous longitudinal calibration pattern" taught by Irving. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to improve gray level compensation for 
scanner calibration, e.g. calibration can be automatically performed and more 
accurately in adjusting the pixel value (col 7. lines 28-30). 

Regarding claim 4. 

Su discloses a method performed by a scanner, comprising: 
scanning a document and a continuous longitudinal white pattern, at the same time; 
determining a plurality of actual gray level values for a plurality of pixels scanned from 
the document (Su teaches this limitation as discussed in claim 1 above); 
determining a correctional gray level value for white based at least in part on the 
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longitudinal white pattern (Su teaches this 1 
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imitation as discussed in claim 1 above); 


determining a com pen sat! on al gray level value with respect to the actual gray level 
values for each of the pixels based at least in part on the correctional gray level value 
for white, a theoretical gray level value for white {e.g. calculating the average white- 
level G'(x), col 4, lines 28-33), and the actua! gray level values for each of the pixels 
(Su teaches this limitation as discussed in claim 1 above); and 


compensating a scanned image of the docu 
value for each of the pixels {Su teaches thh 
above). 


ment using the compensational gray level 
5 limitation as discussed in claim 1 


Su does not explicitly teach a continu 

Irving teaches a continuous longttudtr 
limitation as discussed in claim 1 above) 

Thus, claim 4 is rejected for the same 
Regarding claim 7. 


ous longitudinal white pattern. 

la! white pattern (Irving teaches this 

> arguments presented above for claim 1 . 




Claim 7 recites identical features as c 
pattern for correctional gray level for black. 


laim 4 except for the limitation of black 


Irving teaches the limitation of black pattern for correctional gray level for black 
(referring to Fig. 4, Dark Strip 408 is a black or dark gray strip, and dark gray level 
704 is shown in Fig. 7B, and dark gray level of 706 is shown in Fig. 7C, col 6, lines 


14-66). 
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Thus, claim 7 is rejected for the same argument discussed in claims 1 and 4 

above. 

Regarding claim 31 , in accordance with claim 4. 

Su discloses wherein the correctional gray level value for white is determined at 
the same time as at least one of the plurality of actual gray level values (Su teaches 
this limitation as discussed in claim 1 above). 

6. Claims 2, 5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Su (6,233,011) (Su) in view of Irving et at (US 6,658,164) (Irving) as applied to 
claims 1 , 4 and 7 above, and further in view of Lee et al (US 6.178.015) (Lee). 
Regarding claim 2, in accordance with claim 1 . 

Su does not teach wherein the scanner comprises: a top; a scanning chassis 
configured to be movable under the top along a scanning path; and a scanning platform 
disposed at the top, wherein the scanning platform is configured to support the 
document above the scanning chassis. 

wherein the calibration pattern is positioned along a lateral side of the scanning platform 
and extends continuously along substantially an entire length of the scanning path. 

In the same field of endeavor, Lee discloses a top (e.g. top housing of Fig. 1, 
cof 2, lines 37-58); a scanning chassis configured to be movable under the top along a 
scanning path (e.g. moving image sensor is configured to move and to read image 
information, Abstract, col 3, line 65 to col 4, line 7); and a scanning platform 
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disposed at the top (e.g. top housing of the scanner, Fig. 1 & coi 2, lines 37-58), 
wherein the scanning platform is configured to support the document above the 
scanning chassis (e.g. scanning side of the document is on the top of the glass 
facing the transparent window, Fig. 1, coi 2,iines 37-58), wherein the calibration 
pattern is positioned along a lateral side of the scanning platform (e.g. optical rulers is 
along the scanning platform, Fig. 1, col 1 line 66 to 2, line 16), and extends 
continuously along substantially an entire length of the scanning path (e.g. referring to 
Fig. 1, the test pattern is extents along the scanning path in the surface side of 
top chassis, col 2, lines 37-58). 

It is also noted that Irving also teaches wherein the calibration pattern is 
positioned along a lateral side of the scanning platform, and extends continuously along 
substantially an entire length of the scanning path (Irving teaches this feature as 
discussed in claim 1 above). 

Having the method of Su reference and then given the well-established teaching 
of Lee and Irving references, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Su reference to 
include the known technique of "a top; a scanning chassis configured to be movable 
under the top along a scanning path; and a scanning platform disposed at the top, 
wherein the scanning platform is configured to support the document above the 
scanning chassis" taught by Lee. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
promote an image processing device, e.g. a flatbed scanner, to meet the market 
demands, (col 1 , lines 9-13); and then to modify Su to include "the calibration pattern is 
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positioned along a lateral side of the scanning platform, and extends continuously along 
substantially an entire length of the scanning path" as taught by Irving, and the 
motivation for doing so would have been to improve gray level compensation for 
scanner calibration, e.g. calibration can be automatically performed and more 
accurately in adjusting the pixel value (col 7, lines 28-30) as discussed in claim 1 above, 
and further, the technique provided could easily be established for one another with 
predictable results. 

Regarding to claim 5, in accordance with claim 4. 

Claim 5 recites identical features as claim 2. Thus, arguments similar to that 
presented above for claim 2 are also equally applicable to claim 5. 
Regarding to claim 8, in accordance with claim 7. 

Claim 5 recites identical features as claim 4, except for the longitudinal black 
pattern. 

Irving teaches a longitudinal black pattern (Irving teaches this feature as 
discussed in claim 7 above) 

Thus, arguments similar to that presented above for claim 4 are also equally 
applicable to claim 8. 

7. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Su 
(6,233,01 1 ) (Su) in view of Irving et al (US 6,658,1 64) (Irving) as applied to claim 7 
above, and further in view of Rykowski et al (US 6.975.775). 
Regarding claim 9, in accordance with claim 7. 
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Su does not teach wherein determining the compensational gray level value for 
each of the pixels comprises: calculating [each of the actual gray level values with 
respect to each of the pixels - (the correctional gray level value for black - the theoretical 
gray level value for black)]. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Rykowski teaches calculating [each of 
the actual gray level values with respect to each of the pixels - (the correctional gray 
level value for black - the theoretical gray level value for black)] (referring to Fig. 1, 
steps of obtaining actual gray level value, developing the correction factor and 
subtract the correction value, or the theoretical gray level value, col 3, lines 63 to 



col 4, line 23; thus, the calculation 



level value to eliminate stray light 



effect and to compensate image pixel value to obtained a true gray level is taught 
and suggested). 



Having the method of Su referer 



given the well-established teaching 



of Rykowski reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Su reference to include 



the known technique of "determining the compensational gray level value for each of the 
pixels comprises: calculating [each of the actual gray level values with respect to each 
of the pixels - (the correctional gray level value for black - the theoretical gray level 
value for black)]" taught by Rykowski. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
the method of Su to eliminate the possible noise signal and to obtain accurate gray level 
values for each pixel (col 1 , lines 1 9-53), and further, the technique provided could 
easily be established for one another with predictable results. 
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8. Claims 10, and 12-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liu (US 7,492,488) in view of Irving et ai (US 6,658,164) and Su (6,233,01 1). 
Regarding claim 10. 

Liu discloses an apparatus comprises: a scanning element configured to be 
moveable in a document scanning direction (referring to Figs. 1 A ad 2A, Optical 
Chassis 12 of Fig. 1a or Optical Chassis 21 of Fig. 2A is driven to move along the 
holding board 10/20 for scanning or capturing an object image, col 1, lines 22-41, 
and col 3, lines 55-64, respectively); a scanning platform (i.e. transparent holding 
board) configured to support a document (referring to Fig. 2A, "The transparent 
holding board 20 is preferably made of glass or acrylic. The scanning object 23 is 
located above the holding board and the optical chassis 21 is located below the 
holding board 20 for reading the image data of the scanning object 23", col 3, 
lines 43-63); and a processor (referring to Fig. 2B, 3, and 4, steps of using the 
calibration parameter to perform compensation and calibration for the captured 
image, must be processed and controlled by a processor, i.e. as stated in col 6, 
line 48 to col 7, line 37). 

Liu does not disclose a reference pattern disposed adjacent to the scanning 
platform, wherein the reference pattern is at least as long as the scanning platform in 
the document scanning direction; determine actual gray level values for pixels of a 
scanned image of the document; determine a correctional gray level value based at 
least in part on a scanned image of the reference pattern, wherein the reference pattern 
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and the document are scanned at the same time; determine a compensational gray 
level value for the pixels of the scanned image based at least in part on the actual gray 
level and the correctional gray level: and compensate the scanned image using the 
compensational gray level value. 

In the same field of endeavor, Irving teaches a reference pattern disposed 
adjacent to the scanning platform, where the reference pattern is at least as long as the 
scanning platform in the document scanning direction (Irving teaches this limitation 
as discussed in claim 1 above); and 

In the same field of endeavor, Su teaches determining a correctional gray level 
value based at least in part on a scanned image of the reference pattern, wherein the 
reference pattern and the document are scanned at the same time (i.e. 
compensational gray level value is calculated for the actual gray level value 
obtained through image scanning, col 4, lines 34-67); determine a compensational 
gray level value for the pixels of the scanned image based at least in part on the actual 
gray level and the correctional gray level (i.e. compensational gray level value is 
calculated for the actual gray level value obtained through image scanning, col 4, 
lines 34-67); and compensate the scanned image using the compensational gray level 
value (i.e. compensated gray-scale value is obtained, col 4, lines 53-65). 

Having an apparatus of Liu reference and then given the well-established 
teaching of Irving and Su reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Liu 
reference to include the known technique of "a reference pattern disposed adjacent to 
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the scanning platform, wherein the reference 


Pane 1 4 


pattern is at least as long as the scanning 


platform in the document scanning direction" 


taught by Irving. The motivation for doing 


so would have been to improve scanner calibration capability and accuracy, (col 7, lines 
28-30, Irving), and further, the technique provided could easily be established for one 
another with predictable results. The to modify the combination of Liu and Irving to 
include another known techniaue of "determine a correctional arav level value based at 






least in part on a scanned image of the refer* 
gray level value for the pixels of the scanned 
gray level and the correctional gray level; an< 


3 nee pattern; determine a compensational 
image based at least in part on the actual 
j compensate the scanned image using the 


compensational gray level value" taught by S 
would have been to improve the quality of sc 
compensation to the resolve white-level unifc 


>u reference. The motivation for doing so 
anner calibration by providing gray-scale 
jrmity problem (col 1 , lines 44-60, Su), and 






further, the technique provided could easily I: 
predictable results. 

Regarding claim 12, in accordance wi 

Liu does not teach wherein the referer 
pattern elongated in a direction parallel with 1 
continuous white pattern elongated in a direc 
direction and positioned adjacent to the cont 
processor is further configured to determine 


>e established for one another with 


th claim 10. 

ice oattern comortses a continuous black 
he document scanning direction and a 
tion parallel with the document scanning 
nuous black pattern, and wherein the 
a black correctional gray level value from 


the continuous black pattern and determine s 
the continuous white pattern. 


i white correctional gray level value from 
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Irving teaches wherein the reference pattern comprises a continuous black 
pattern elongated in a direction parallel with the document scanning direction and a 
continuous white pattern elongated in a direction parallel with the document scanning 
direction and positioned adjacent to the continuous black pattern (referring to Fig. 4, 
Bright Strip 406 is adjacent to Dark Strip 408 and parallel to the x-axis, the 
document scanning direction as shown in Fig. 10), and wherein the processor is 
further configured to determine a black correctional gray level value from the continuous 
black pattern and determine a white correctional gray level value from the continuous 
white pattern (referring to Figs. 6 and 7, both bright and dark gray level are 
determined from the strips, e.g. the process begins with Step 602 where control 
passes to Step 604, thus, must be a processor or controller to execute steps of 
process in Fig. 6, col 6, lines 18-53, etc..}. 

Having an apparatus of Liu reference and then given the well-established 
teaching of Su reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Liu reference to 
include the known technique of "the reference pattern comprises a continuous black 
pattern elongated in a direction parallel with the document scanning direction and a 
continuous white pattern elongated in a direction parallel with the document scanning 
direction and positioned adjacent to the continuous black pattern, and wherein the 
processor is further configured to determine a black correctional gray level value from 
the continuous black pattern and determine a white correctional gray level value from 
the continuous white pattern" taught by Irving. The motivation for doing so would have 
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been to improve the quality of The motivation for doing so would have been to improve 
scanner calibration capability and accuracy, (col 7, lines 28-30, Irving), and further, the 
technique provided could easily be established for one another with predictable results. 
Regarding claim 13, in accordance with claim 1 2. 

Liu does not teach wherein the processor is further configured to determine the 
compensational gray level value based at least in part on the black correctional gray 
level value, the white correctional gray level value, a theoretical gray level value for 
black, a theoretical gray level value for white, and the actual gray level values. 

Irving teaches wherein the processor is further configured to determine the 
compensational gray level value based at least in part on the black correctional gray 
level value (referring to Fig. 7C, dark gray level value 706 for pixel 14 is shown), 
the white correctional gray level value {referring to Fig. 7C, bright gray level value 
708 for pixel 14 is shown), a theoretical gray level value for black (the theoretical 
value, or correction value, col 7, lines 8-47), a theoretical gray level value for white 
(the theoretical value, or correction value, col 7, lines 8-47), and the actual gray 
level values (for pixel 14, the actual value for dark and bright gray level is 706 and 
708, Fig. 7C, col 6, line 63 to col 7, line 3) 

Having an apparatus of Liu reference and then given the well-established 
teaching of Su reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Liu reference to 
include the known technique of "wherein the processor is further configured to 
determine the compensational gray level value based at least in part on the black 
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correctional gray level value, the white correctional gray level value, a theoretical gray 
level value for black, a theoretical gray level value for white, and the actual gray level 
values" taught by trving. The motivation for doing so would have been to improve the 
quality of The motivation for doing so would have been to improve scanner calibration 
capability and accuracy, (col 7, lines 28-30, Irving), and further, the technique provided 
could easily be established for one another with predictable results. 
Regarding claim 14, in accordance with claim 1 0. 

Liu does not teach wherein the reference pattern comprises a continuous black 
pattern, and wherein the processor is further configured to determine a black 
correctional gray level value from the continuous black pattern. 

Irving teaches wherein the reference pattern comprises a continuous black 
pattern, and wherein the processor is further configured to determine a black 
correctional gray level value from the continuous black pattern (Irving teaches this 
limitation in claim 7 above) 

Thus, claim 14 is rejected for the same reason discussed in claim 7 above. 

Regarding claim 15, in accordance with claim 1 0. 

Liu does not teach wherein the scanning element is configured to scan both the 
reference pattern and the document at the same time. 

Su teaches wherein the scanning element is configured to scan both the 
reference pattern and the document at the same time (Su teaches this limitation in 
claim 1 above). 
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Thus, claim 15 is rejected for the same reason discussed in claim 1 above. 
Regarding claim 1 6, in accordance with claim 10. 

Liu does not teach wherein the reference pattern comprises a continuous white 
pattern, and wherein the processor is further configured to determine a white 
correctional gray level value from the continuous white pattern. 

Su teaches wherein the reference pattern comprises a continuous white pattern, 
and wherein the processor is further configured to determine a white correctional gray 
level value from the continuous white pattern {Su teaches this limitation in claim 4 
above). 

Thus, claim 16 is rejected for the same reason discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claim 17 recites identical features as claim 13. thus, claim 17 is rejected for the 
same reason discussed in claim 13. 

Regarding claim 18, in accordance with claim 10. 

Liu does not disclose wherein a length of the reference pattern is parallel to the 
scanning direction and equal to or greater than a length of the scanning platform. 

However, Irving teaches wherein a length of the reference pattern is parallel to 
the scanning direction and equal to or greater than a length of the scanning platform 
(Irving teaches this limitation as discussed in claim 1 above). 

Having an apparatus of Liu reference and then given the well-established 
teaching of Irving reference, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Liu reference to 



Application/Control Number: 10/662,258 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2625 

include the known technique of "a length of the reference pattern is parallel to the 
scanning direction and equal to or greater than a length of the scanning platform" taught 
by Irving. The motivation for doing so would have been to improve scanner calibration 
capability and accuracy, and further, the technique provided could easily be established 
for one another with predictable results. 
Regarding claim 19. 

Claim 19 is directed to an apparatus claim which substantially corresponds to 
operation of the device in claim 1 0. Thus, claim 1 9 is rejected as set forth above for 
claim 10. 

Claim 20 recites identical features as claim 1 . thus, claim 20 is rejected for the 
same reason discussed in claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 21 , in accordance with claim 20. 

Regarding claim 21 , the structure elements of apparatus claim 1 2 perform all 
steps of apparatus claim 21 . Thus claim 21 is rejected under 103(a) for the same 
reason discussed in the rejection of claim 1 2. 

Regarding claim 22, in accordance with claim 20. 

Regarding claim 22, the structure elements of apparatus claim 14 perform all 
steps of apparatus claim 22. Thus claim 22 is rejected under 103(a) for the same 
reason discussed in the rejection of claim 14. 

Regarding claim 23, in accordance with claim 20. 
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Regarding claim 23, the structure elements of apparatus claim 1 6 perform all 


steps of apparatus claim 23. Thus claim 23 is rejected under 103(a) for the same 


Reaardina claim 24 in accordance w 
Claim 24 recites identical features as 


th claim 1 9 

claim18. Thus, claim 24 is rejected for the 


same reason discussed in claim 18 above. 








9. Claims 3 and 6 are objected to as bei 


ibject Matter 

ng dependent upon a rejected base claim, 


but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims, with a condition that the base claim is 


cleared of any objection and rejection set for 

With respect to claims 3 and 6, limitat 
longitudinal calibration pattern while scannin 




th above. 

ions recite, "scanning a second continuous 
g the document to determine a second 


correctional gray level associated with the c; 
correctional gray level is for black, wherein t 
white, and wherein determining the compen. 
pixels comprises: [(each of the actual gray te 
- the correctional gray level value for black) ■ 


alteration pattern, wherein the first 
he second correctional gray level is for 
sational gray level value for each of the 
jvel values with respect to each of the pixels 
f (the correctional gray level value for white 


- the correctional gray level value for black) * { a theoretical gray level value for white - a 
theoretical gray level value for black)]", and "wherein determining the compensational 
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gray level value for each of the pixels comprises: calculating [each of the actual gray 
level values with respect to each of the pixels * (the theoretical gray level value for white 
+ the correctional gray level value for white)]", respectively. Prior arts in the record, e.g., 
SU (US 6,233,01 1 ), Liu (US 7,492,488), Lee et al (US 6, 1 78,01 5), Selby (US, 
5,404,232), Horiuchi et al (US 6,445,469), and Chien (6,480,306) alone or combined do 
not teach the claim feature and the examiner did not find prior art teaching the cited 
limitation. Thus, it is believed a unique feature in the invention and is suggested to be 
allowed. 
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supervisor, David Moore can be reached on 571 -272-7437. The fax phone number for 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 

information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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